22                  Panchapadika

'This natural adhyaasa is manifest in "lokavyavaha-
rika' as-I am this, this is nine etc. Just as we can not reject
the existence of the I, so too we cannot reject the existence
of adhyaasa." 'Lokavyavahaara' takes the form of- 'I am
a man', 'I am a human being'. Here in we are treating the
I not as the self, but as something alse.

Adhyaasa is said to be the appearance of an entity as
having the nature of another. If so, the expression 'white
cloth' ought to be a case of adhyaasa, since the white is
predicated of the cloth. The remove such instances from
the sphere of adhyaasa, it has been said that adhyaasa ari-
ses when there is the interpenetration or integration of the
real and the unreal into a single entity. There should be
the 'samyoga' of the real and the unreal. It is only such
an integrated or synthetic single entity that can be taken to
constitute avidyaa. With this in mind, Sankara has spoken
of 'satyanrita mithunikritya'. "By styam is meant the con-
sciousness which is the not-this; and by anrita is meant the
this, since it is to 'swaruupa9 itself that is adhyasta."

Objection : ^mithunikritya' means having conjoined
or united the two. This suffix- 'kritvaa' inflies that the act
conveyed by this verb is different from the act conveyed by
another verb which alone can complete the sentence and the
action. Further, prior io this 'mithunikarana', there must
have been something etc. 'As such how can you maintain
that 'adyaasa', 'mithunikarana' and ^lokavyavahara9 are all
synonymous with one another ?

Reply ; "This suffix- 'kritvaa' does not reveal that
something takes place after it; it does not show that it is
distinct f rom 'likavyavahaara.9 In'bhuktvaa vrajatf also